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Amendments to the Claims 



The following Listing of Claims replaces all prior versions, and listings, of claims in 
the application. 

Listing of Claims : 

Claim 1 (original): A method of benchmarking product samples provided to a 
purchasing entity by multiple independent suppliers, comprising: 

collecting multiple sets of performance parameter values corresponding to results of 
testing each of the product samples at test facilities of each of the suppliers; and 

generating an evaluation report based upon the multiple sets of performance 
parameter values. 

Claim 2 (currently amended): The method of claim 1, wherein the collecting multipl e 
sets of perfoimance parameter valu e s comprises testing each of the product samples at the 
test facilities of each of the suppliers. 

Claim 3 (currently amended): The method of claim 2, wherei n the testing of product 
sampl e s is controlled b y comprises the purchasing entit y controlling the product samples 
during the testing at the test facilities of each of the suppliers . 

Claim 4 (currently amended): The method of claim 3, wherein the testing comprises 
the purchasing entity prevent s preventing unauthorized access to the product samples during 
the testin g at the test facilities of each of the suppliers . 

Claim 5 (currently amended): The method of claim 3, wherein the testing comprises 
the purchasing entity maintains maintaining custodv of the product samples durin g the testing 
at the test facihties of each of the supph'ers . 

Claim 6 (currently amended): The method of claim 2, further comprising removing 
identification information from the product samples before the testin g at the test facilities of 
each of the suppliers . 
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Claim 7 (currently amended): The method of claim 6, wherein the removing 
id e ntification infomiation comprises removing from each of the products any information 
from which the product corresponding supplie r of the product is identifiable. 

Claim 8 (currently amended): The method of claim 2, wherein the testing comprises 
testing each of the product samples aro tested at the test facilities of each of the suppliers 
imder substantially similar test conditions. 

Claim 9 (original): The method of claim 1, fiirther comprising analyzing the multiple 
sets of performance parameters. 

Claim 10 (currently amended): The method of claim Si, fiirther comprising 
compiling a single consistent set of performance parameter values from the multiple sets of 
performance parameter values. 

Claim 1 1 (original): The method of claim 1, fiirther comprising transmitting the 
evaluation report to one or more of the suppliers. 

Claim 12 (currently amended): The method of claim 11, further comprising 
collecting a fee from a given one of the suppliers before transmitting the evaluation report to 
the given supplier. 

Claim 13 (currently amended): The method of claim 11, further comprising 
customizing the evaluation report so that a respective one of the suppliers receiving the 
evaluation report is able to benchmark performance of k sone or more of the product samples 
it supplied to the purchasing entity against other ones of the p roduct samples supplied by 
other ones of the suppliers without identifying the other ones of the suppliers. 



Claim 14 (currently amended): The method of claim 13, wherein the e valuation 
report is customized b y customizing comprises encoding identification information of all the 
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suppliers other than the receivin g respective suppUe r receiving the customized evaluation 



Claim 15 (currently amended): The method of claim 1, wherein the g enerating the 
evaluatiort report comprises compiling a data stmcture relating corresponding ones of the 
performance p arameter values and respective ones of the supplier test facilities for each of the 
product samples. 

Claim 16 (currently amended): The method of claim 15, w^herein the g enerating the 
e valuation r e port comprises producing a graph displaying one or more performance 
parameter values for each of the product samples. 

Claim 17 (currently amended): A computer program for benchmarking product 
samples provided to a purchasing entity by multiple independent suppliers, the computer 
program residing on a computer-readable medium and comprising computer-readable 
instmctions for causing a computer to: 

collect multiple sets of performance parameter values corresponding to results of 
testing each of the product samples at test facilities of each of the suppliers; and 

generate an evaluation report based upon the multiple sets of performance parameter 
values an evaluation report comprising a data structure relating corresponding ones of the 
perfomiance parameter values and respective ones of the test facilities for each of the product 
samples . 

Claim 18 (original): The computer program of claim 17, further comprising 
computer-readable instructions for analyzing the multiple sets of performance parameters. 

Claim 19 (original): The computer program of claim 18, further comprising 
computer-readable instructions for compiling a single consistent set of performance 
parameter values from the multiple sets of performance parameter values. 



report . 



Claim 20 (currently amended): The computer program of claim 17, further 
comprising computer-readable instructions for customizing the evaluation report so that a 
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respective one of the suppliers receiving the evaluation report is able to benchmark 
performance of tte -one or more of the p roduct sample s it supplied to the purchasing entity 
against othe r ones of the product samples su pplied by other ones of the suppliers without 
identifying the othe r ones of the suppliers. 



